is,] “One lot for the Lord,” that it be designated that it is for the Lord, 
“and one lot for Azazel,” that it be designated that it is for Azazel. And 
why may he not bring two pebbles, one black, one white, and put them 
on them, and say, “This is for the Lord and that is for Azazel”? 
Scripture says, “One lot for the Lord,” that it be designated that it is for 
the Lord, “And one lot for Azazel,” that it be designated that it is for 
Azazel. Why then may he not simply write on them [the pebbles], 
saying, “This one is for the Lord, that one is for Azazel”? Scripture 
says, “One lot for the Lord” — that it bear its own distinctive 
character, indicating for all time that it is for the Lord. And “One lot 
for Azazel” — that it bear its own distinctive character, indicating for 
all time that it is for Azazel. The requirement that there be a clear 
indication in the lot itself that it serve its purpose indicates that they 
were incised. 


II:2: When the lots are still in the box, if he touches them, so that they 
are confused [that is, after the priest has touched one of the lots, if the 
lots are mixed up], the disposition of the goats is not carried out in 
accord with its proper requirement. If he touched them after he had 
taken them up out of the box, and then they were mixed up, the goats 
have been disposed of in accord with their proper rule. If when he has 
taken them up, he touched them and they were confused, he would say 
this: “If the one for the Lord should come up in my right hand, let this 
one which is on my right be sanctified as holy. If the one for the Lord 
should come up in my left hand, let this one which is on my left hand 
be sanctified as holy.” Even if he had said, “If the one for the Lord 
should come up in my right hand, let this [goat] at my left hand be 
holy,” it is holy. “If the one for the Lord should come up in my left 
hand, let this one that is on my right hand be holy,” it is holy. But if he 
said, “Whether the one of the Lord comes up in my right hand, or 
whether the one for the Lord comes up in my left hand, let only this 
one that is on my right hand be holy,” [or,] “let only this one that is on 
my left hand be holy,” it is not deemed sanctified. 


II:3: Is it possible to suppose that the priest should put two lots on this 
goat and two lots on that goat? Scripture says, “Lots — one lot for the 
Lord, and the other lot for Azazel” (Lev. 16:8). Is it possible to 
suppose that he should put a lot for the Lord and one for Azazel on this 
one, and one for the Lord and one for Azazel on that one? Scripture 
says, “A lot.” And is this not the meaning of what was said to begin 
with? This is what is meant: Is it possible to suppose that once he has 
placed the lot for the Lord on the goat for the Lord, and the lot for 
Azazel on the goat for Azazel, he should go and reverse them? 
Scripture states, “One lot for the Lord,” meaning that here there is only 


